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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 04/06/201 0 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicant argues that the cited reference of Moles et al fails to teach or 
suggest the newly amended claim limitation of "analyzing the transmitted data 
representative of said at least one operation by the remote analysis device". Examiner 
respectfully disagrees as Moles in at least paragraph [0067] discloses that after the 
OTAMD server receives the diagnostic testing request message the server uses 
manufacturer and model identification information included in the diagnostic testing 
request message transmitted by MS to determine the correct interpreted bytecode 
application program and diagnostics data file to include in the testing file, thus analyzing 
the transmitted data representative of said at least one operation by the remote analysis 
device. Therefore the rejection is maintained. 

2. Claims 17-31 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
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applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 

of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 17-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Moles 
et al (20020072359). 

Consider claims 17, 30, and 31. Moles teaches A method for analysing the operation of 
a radiocommunication terminal according to a predetermined radiocommunication 
protocol, (See at least paragraph [0018]). the method comprising the following steps: 
receiving by said radiocommunication terminal an analysis scenario and/or analysis 
parameter; (See at least paragraph [0018] where Moles discloses the mobile 
station receiving the diagnostic testing file). 

and transmitting from said radiocommunication terminal data representative of at least 
one operation to be analysed to a remote analysis device, via a connection according to 
said predetermined radiocommunication protocol, subsequent to said step of receiving; 
(See at least paragraph [0028]). and 

analyzing the transmitted data representative of said at least one operation by the 
remote analysis device. (See at least paragraph [0067]). 

Consider claim 18. Moles et al teaches all of the recited limitations of claim 17. Moles 
further teaches The method according to claim 17 and further comprising a step 
involving the execution of a sequence of at least one operation, in said 
radiocommunication terminal, and temporary storage of said data representative of said 
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operation(s), and wherein tine step of transmitting comprises a step of batch 
transmission of said data representative of said operation(s), to said remote analysis 
device. (See at least paragraph [0068]). 

Consider claim 19. Moles et al teaches all of the recited limitations of claim 18. Moles 
further teaches wherein said execution and transmission steps successively use the 
same radiocommunication protocol. (See at least paragraph [0068]). 

Consider claim 20. Moles et al teaches all of the recited limitations of claim 17. Moles 
further teaches The method according to claim 17, wherein said analysis parameter 
includes at least one of the following elements: 

identification of at least one software element to be analysed; (See at least paragraph 
[0068]). 

Identification of at least one data item to be transmitted; (See at least paragraph 
[0068]). 

identification of a sequence of at least one operation to be performed; (See at least 
paragraph [0068]). 

indication of an analysis level. (See at least paragraph [0068]). 

Consider claim 21 . Moles et al teaches all of the recited limitations of claim 1 7. Moles 
further teaches The method according to claim 17, wherein the method further includes 
a step, previous to the step of transmitting, in which said radiocommunication terminal 



Application/Control Number: 10/577,338 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2617 

receives data for configuring tine transmission to said remote analysis device. (See at 
least paragraph [0018]). 

Consider claim 22. Moles at al teaches all of the recited limitations of claim 21. Moles 
further teaches The method according to claim 21 , wherein said configuration data 
includes at least one of said following elements: 

a telephone number corresponding to said remote analysis device; (See at least 
paragraph [0066]). 

and parameters for configuration of the transmission of data to said remote analysis 
device. (See at least paragraph [0018]). 

Consider claim 23. Moles et al teaches all of the recited limitations of claim 1 7. Moles 
further teaches wherein the method implements an encryption for the transmission of 
data to and/or from said radiocommunication terminal. (See at least paragraph [0031]). 

Consider claim 24. Moles et al teaches all of the recited limitations of claim 1 7. Moles 
further teaches The method according to claim 17, wherein the method uses an 
encryption key for the transmission of said analysis scenario and/or said analysis 
parameters. (See at least paragraph [0031]). 

Consider claim 25. Moles et al teaches all of the recited limitations of claim 1 7. Moles 
further teaches The method according to claim 17 and further comprising a subsequent 
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step in wliicli said radiocommunication terminal receives updated data from the remote 
analysis device, based on the analysis of said data. (See at least paragraph [0068]). 

Consider claim 26. Moles at al teaches all of the recited limitations of claim 17. Moles 
further teaches The method according to claim 17, wherein said step of receiving also 
uses said radiocommunication protocol. (See at least paragraph [0018]). 

Consider claim 27. Moles et al teaches all of the recited limitations of claim 1 7. Moles 
further teaches The method according to claim 17, wherein said radiocommunication 
terminal implements an automated system, controlled by the analysis scenario 
transmitted by said remote analysis device and/or an analysis scenario stored in said 
radiocommunication terminal. (See at least paragraphs [0018], [0023], and [0068]). 

Consider claim 28. Moles et al teaches all of the recited limitations of claim 27. Moles 
further teaches The method according to claim 27, wherein said scenario ensures that 
at least one operation normally performed by a user of said radiocommunication 
terminal is performed. (See at least paragraphs [0018], [0023], and [0068]). 

Consider claim 29. Moles et al teaches all of the recited limitations of claim 1 7. Moles 
further teaches wherein said radiocommunication terminal implements http commands, 
used to control the remote analysis device. (See at least paragraph [0050]). 
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Conclusion 

3. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of tlie extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHAYCE BIBBEE whose telephone number is 
(571)270-7222. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:30 a.m.- 
5:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, George Eng can be reached on 571-272-7495. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding tine status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/George Eng/ CHAYCE BIBBEE 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2617 Examiner 

Art Unit 2617 



